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experienced them by sensation ? Secondly it is contradictory that
real accidents should exist, because whatever is real can exist,
separately apart from any other subject; but whatever can exist-
separately is substance not accident. And it makes no difference
whether it be said that real accidents can be disjoined from their
subject, not naturally, but merely by the divine power; for coming-
to pass naturally is nowise different from coming to pass by the
ordinary power of God, which does not differ at all from his extra-
ordinary power, and does not make any further contribution to
things, so that if everything which can exist naturally apart from a.
subject is substance, so whatever by the power of God, however
extraordinary it may be, is capable of existing without a subject,
must likewise be termed substance. I do indeed admit that one
substance can be the accident of another ; but yet when this happens
It is not the substance itself which has the form of an accident, but
only the mode in which it is accidental. For example when his-
clothing is an accident of a man, it is not the clothing itself but
merely his being clothed which is an accident. But because the-
principal reason which moved Philosophers to posit real accidents-
was that they thought that the perceptions of the senses could not
be explained without assuming them, I have promised that I will
explain these facts minutely with reference to each sense in my
Physics. Not that I wish that any of my opinions should be taken
on trust, but that I thought that those who have judged correctly
in the matter of those accidents which I have already explained
in the case of vision in my Dioptrics, will easily guess what I am
able to make good in the case of the others.

8. To one who pays attention to God's immensity, it is clear
that nothing at all can exist which does not depend on Him. This
is true not only of everything that subsists, but of all order, of
every law, and of every reason of truth and goodness ; for otherwise
God, as has been said just before, would not have been wholly
indifferent to the creation of what he has created. For if any
reason for what is good had preceded His preordination, it would
have determined Him towards that which it was best to bring
about; but on the contrary because He determined Himself towards
those things which ought to be accomplished, for that reason, as it
stands in Genesis, they are very good; that is to sajr, the reason for
their goodness is the fact that He wished to create them so. Nor is-
it worth while asking in what class of cause fall that goodness or
those other truths, mathematical as well as metaphysical, which